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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC §112 

i 

1. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Regarding Claim 5, it is not clear what data is being transferred and from where 
to the first remote database. 

4. Regarding Claim 6, it is not clear what data is being transferred and from where 
to the local database. 

5. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claims 1-22 recites the limitations "a first remote database", as recited in Claim 
5, for example, and "a local database", as recited in Claim 6, for example. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for these limitations in the claims. 

7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

8. It is unclear in Claim 17 what is meant in line 2 by the phrase "from be entered". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

f 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1-9, 12-14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Curkendall et al (US 6,342,839 B1). 
Regarding Claim 1, Curkendall discloses 

a. inputting information into a local database located on a farm; 

b. electronically transmitting selected data to a remote location; 

c. analyzing at least the selected data; 

d. electronically transmitting data from the remote location to the local 
database. 

See Curkendall, col. 8, line 47-col. 16, line 5 and figures 9 and 10. 

10. Regarding Claims 2, 4-6, 14 Curkendall discloses at Col. 5, lines 23-27, Col. 15, 
lines 38-55, that new information is uploaded and transmitted from the remote location 
to a first database and another database. Again, see figures 9 and 10, which illustrate 
the sharing of data between two databases. Note that for the system to provide 
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feedback to confirm receipt of the data, the data must be "analyzed" by the system as to 
whether or not it has been received. 

Regarding Claims 3 and 7, note Curkendall at col. 5, lines 27-34 and 47-55, col. 
13, lines 7-16 and col. 19, line 47-col. 20, line 12. 

Regarding Claims 8 and 18, note that it is inherent that various databases must 
have identification numbers in Curkendall's system, otherwise such a computer-based 
system which relies on multiple databases would not function. Further note that the 
source of the data in Curkendall's system is in the form of an identification number 
obtained from an RFID transponder. See col. 19, lines 40 and 41. 

Regarding Claims 12-14 and 13, see Curkendall at col. 19, line 47-col. 20, line 

12. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

11. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Curkendall in view of Anderson et al (6,032,084). 

Curkendall discloses the Livestock data collection and management system as 
described above. 

Regarding Claims 10 and 11, Curkendall does not expressly disclose, but 
Anderson discloses a system that transmits data to delivery vehicles (21a) for the 
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purpose of dispensing feed and medical treatment to livestock. See Anderson at figures 
2D1 and 2D2 and col. 25, line 63-Col. 27, line 40. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have transmitted data to delivery trucks such as feed delivery trucks (21a), as 
taught by Anderson, in Curkendall's system since Curkendall's livestock must be fed 
and medically treated, and Anderson's delivery trucks deliver feed and medical 
treatment based on data received from databases to specific as well as groups of 
animals. 

13. Claims 15-17, 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Curkendall in view of Lewin et al (US 2001/0005831 A1 ). 

Curkendall discloses the Livestock data collection and management system as 
described above. 

Regarding Claims 15 and 19-22, Curkendall does not expressly discloses neither 
sending instructions regarding animal feeding or medical care nor communicating using 

9 

email. 

However, Lewin discloses a system for providing veterinary treatment 
instructions through the internet via email. See Lewin at paragraphs 4, 87, 92, 101 , 
127, 173. Paragraph 143 includes a table describing treatment types such as SPTypes- 
820 'Veterinary" on p. 7. On p. 7, under "serviceitem-840, Lewin discloses "'pet 
examination' service. ..may take 30 minutes". 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have incorporated an email-based veterinary treatment communication system 
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that communicates treatments to one of the entities in the livestock processing system, 
such as a farmer or stockman, in Curkendall's system, as taught by Lewin, for the 
purpose of carrying out treatment of animals based on analysis of the stored animal 
information obtained from RFID transponders. 

Regarding Claim 16, note again that Curkendall discloses at col. 9, lines 53-57, 
that a company id, user id and password are entered into an authorization screen for 
each set of information, i.e., database. Note also that it is considered obvious that a 
computer using email for communication over the internet would require a server name 
and email address as this is how email communication over the internet, as taught by 
Lewin, is understood to operate by those ordinarily skilled in the art. 

Regarding Claim 17, it is considered obvious to one ordinarily skilled in the art to 
have erased an email having duplicate data that is placed in a database since duplicate 
data takes up extra memory, and one ordinarily skilled in the art would have found it 
logical to remove any email having duplicate data for the purpose of preserving memory 
space. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey A. Shapiro whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6943. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00 AM- 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick H. Mackey can be reached on (571)272-6916. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you .have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Jeffrey A. Shapiro 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3653 



December 24, 2007 



